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nothing intrinsically improbable in making him
the author of such a whimsical and satirical
tale.

The theory is, of course, incapable of proof,
but it is attractive and far from improbable.
The question of date remains. If the Meta-
morphoses of Lucius of Patrae is by Lucian,
when did he write it? and what is its relation to
the corresponding work of Apuleius ? Mr. Perry
gives no definite answer as to date, though he
indicates the various possibilities. Lucian and
Apuleius were almost exact contemporaries,
Lucian possibly as much as ten years the elder.
That Apuleius should piratically appropriate
the novel is in keeping with all we know of his
methods. It is a probable, though not a neces-
sary, hypothesis that some time elapsed between
the publication of the original and its appro-
priation ; and as one who holds the Golden Ass
to have been the work of Apuleius' later life, I
should incline to regard the Metamorphoses of
Lucius of Patrae to have been the product of
Lucian's youth.

The whole dissertation is excellently written
and closely argued, and is strongly to be com-
mended to all students of Lucian and Apuleius.
Even if they do not accept its conclusions, they
will find a very full and lucid summary of the
various views that have been taken of this
difficult problem, a reasoned refutation of the
claims of AOVKUW T) SVOS to have been written by
Lucian, a very careful examination of the state-
ments of Photius, and an ingenious reconstruc-
tion of the lost Metamorphoses. Unlike many
dissertations submitted for a degree, this is a
real contribution to knowledge.

H. E. BUTLER.

Outline-History of Greek Religion. By LEWIS
RICHARD FARNELL. One vol. 185 x 125 mm.
Pp. 91. London: Duckworth and Co., 1920.

T H E contents of this little work have been
known to the public for some time in the form
of an article in Hastings' Encyclopaedia of
Religion and Ethics. There is, therefore, no
need to summarise them here. It is not every
student's library that can include Hastings'
great compilation, and the reviewer would
repeat the appreciation he has already expressed
( Year's Work, 1920, p. 59) of the action of the
publishers in bringing out this cheap and excel-
lent handbook. The beginner will find in it
enough information to give him a good ground-
ing, and abundant indication of where to look
for more detailed knowledge, while at the same
time he may be sure that he will have nothing
to unlearn ; and more advanced students would
do well not to neglect it.

It would be desirable to alter a few details in
order to bring the book fully up to date. This
applies chiefly to the bibliography, which, e.g.,
omits Eitrem's Opferritus, gives a reference
only to the older (Latin) edition of De Visser's
Die nicht tnenschengestaltigen Goiter, and natu-
rally does not include the author's Hero-Cults,
published in 1921. There are a few misprints,
' Paulz' for 'Pauly' being perhaps the most note-
worthy (p. 90). H. J. ROSE.

Le Montant du Budget de FEmpirt Byzantin.
By A. ANDREADtS [ANDRKADHIS], PrO-
fesseur a l'Universite d'Athenes. (Extrait de
la Revue des Etudes Grecques. Tome XXXIV.
No. 156. Janvier-Mars, 1921.) Pp. ii + 55-
Paris : Leroux, 1922.

No scholar is better qualified than Professor
Andreadhis for wrestling with this difficult sub-
ject. He has explored the economic history of
ancient, mediaeval, and modern Greece in his
previous works, and in the present monograph
he also draws upon what is known of Sassanid
and Abbasid finances for purposes of com-
parison. But when all the available evidence
has been surveyed and the conflicting recon-
structions criticised, the results are disappoint-
ing. Indeed, nothing could be more significant
than the difference here revealed between
Byzantine studies and those of our own Western
history at the same epoch. A Western mediae-
valist would be embarrassed, not by the meagre-
ness, but by the superabundance of his material
in making similar researches in regard to the
Two Sicilies, France, or England. The me-
diaeval chanceries and documents have survived
in situ in the Western World. But in the
Near East—inter enim iecta est vitai pausa—
the historian of the Byzantine civilisation finds
himself in the same plight as the historian of
ancient Hellenism or the archaeological student
of the pre-Hellenic period. He must piece
together fragments ; and so, from the methodo-
logical point of view, the subject of Professor
Andreadhis's study falls into the category of
ancient history. A. J. T.

Le Origini del Romanzo Greco. By BRUNO
LAVAGNINI. One vol. 8vo. Pp. 104. Pisa:
F. Mariotti, 1921.

SIGNOR LAVAGNINI has written a scholarly and
interesting treatise on the much-vexed question
of the origins of the Greek novel. He has made
a careful study of the subject, and has expressed
his conclusions with lucidity and grace. His
view is that the Greek novel is indigenous, owing
little to Oriental influence, and springing in the
main from the stories of Greek legend—above
all, from those local legends which had figured
but little in literature. It originated in the
latter half of the Hellenistic period, and is to be
regarded as a popular elaboration of the legends
mentioned. He supports his argument by citing
a large number of local legends embodying
stories of the type with which the Greek novel
has made us familiar, and by a careful examina-
tion of the papyrus fragments which have thrown
so much fresh light oh the Greek novel. These
conclusions are sane and probable enough, but
the main value of the book is to be found in the
clarity and good sense with which the argu-
ment is developed, and in the useful summary
which it gives of the whole problem. It is to
be hoped that Signor Lavagnini will at some
future date produce a larger work dealing more
comprehensively with the subject, including
among other things some discussion of the
origins of the Metamorphoses of Apuleius, which
must, as far as origins are concerned, be re-
garded as Greek. It is a relief to find that
Signor Lavagnini refuses to follow Rohde in


